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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 1-25 have been examined. 



Response to Amendment 

2. This communication is responsive to Amendment C, filed 6/27/2006. Claims 1-25 
are pending in this application. Claims 1,11 are independent claims. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 



3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Crites et 
al ("Crites", US 6,097,380) in view of Palm et al ("Palm", US 2001/0042107). 

As per claim independent claim 1, Crites discloses a method in a computer 
system for specifying media to be rendered at appliances, the method comprising: 
identifying media sources (Column 4 lines 27-53) receiving a definition of a plurality of 
activities, each activity specifying an appliance and a media source (Column 6 lines 12- 
22) displaying an indication of activities ("Column 6 lines 12-22); receiving selection of an 
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activity (Column 5 lines 36-65) indicating that media associated with the media source 
of the selected activity is to be rendered on the appliance of the selected activity (Figure 
7), and displaying a media bar for controlling the rendering of the media on the 
appliance of the selected activity (Column 5 lines 45-65). Crites teaches rendering the 
media through different APIs, but fails to distinctly point out appliances available to 
render media. However, Palm teaches a network with appliances available to render 
media (Figure 1 ). Therefore it would have been obvious to an artisan at the time of the 
invention to combine the teaching of Palm with the method of Crites. Motivation to do so 
would have been to render the media on the appliances instead of the APIs in order to 
provide a faster and independent foundation for consumers to listen to and view digital 
media. 

5. Claims 2-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Crites et al ("Crites", US 6,097,380) and Palm et al ("Palm", US 2001/0042107) in view 
of Windows Media Player v.7.00 ("wmp7"). 

As per claim 2, which is dependent on claim 1 , Crites-Palm fails to disclose the 
details of a main media bar. However, wmp7 teaches a method wherein the media bar 
includes a main control button (Figure 1 item 10) a forward button (Figure 1 item 50), a 
fast forward button (Figure 1 item 40), a back button (Figure 1 item 20), and a fast back 
button (Figure 1 item 30). Therefore it would have been obvious to an artisan at the time 
of the invention to combine the teaching of wmp7 with the method of Crites-Palm. 



Application/Control Number: 10/039,243 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2174 

Motivation to do so would have been to provide a simple to use interface with all of the 
proper buttons to navigate and operate the media. 

As per claim 3, which is dependent on claim 2, Crites-Palm-wmp7 discloses a 
method wherein the buttons have the same relative position regardless of the selected 
activity (wmp7, Figure 3 and Figure 4; wherein figure 3 is an audio player and figure 4 is 
a video player, Crites, Column 5 lines 36-67, Column 6 lines 1-1 1). 

As per claim 4, which is dependent on claim 2, Crites-Palm-wmp7 discloses a 
method wherein each button has a button icon that is customized to the selected activity 
{Crites, Column 5 lines 36-67, Column 6 lines 1-11). 

As per claim 5, which is dependent on claim 2, Crites-Palm-wmp7 discloses a 
method wherein the main control button supports play (wmp7, Figure 1 item 10) and 
pause (wmp7, Figure 3 item 310) functions. 

As per claim 6, which is dependent on claim 2, Crites-Palm-wmp7 fails to 
distinctly point out circular buttons and the specific positioning of the buttons wherein 
the forward and fast forward buttons are right of the main control button and the back 
and fast back buttons are left of the main control button. However, Official Notice is 
taken that circular buttons and positioning of buttons is merely a design choice and is 
notoriously well known in the art examples of which are: Figure 5 wherein a "skin" is 
applied to windows media player to alter the look and feel of the player, or Figure 33 of 
EP 0 637 1 57 A2. Therefore it would have been obvious to an artisan at the time of the 
invention to combine the method of Crites-Palm-wmp7 with the current teachings. 
Motivation to do so would have been to make the interface more aesthetically pleasing. 
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As per claim 7, which is dependent on claim 2, Crites-Palm-wmp7 discloses a 
method wherein the media bar further includes an add activity button (wmp7, Figure 6 
item 650) and a delete activity button (wmp7, Figure 6 item 660). 

As per claim 8, which is dependent on claim 2, Crites-Palm-wmp7 discloses a 
method wherein the media bar includes a toggle view button (wmp7, Figure 1 item 60). 

As per claim 9, which is dependent on claim 1 , Crites-Palm-wmp7 discloses a 
method including displaying a list of active activities along with the media bar (wmp7, 
Figure 8 item 830). 

As per claim, 10, which is dependent on claim 1, Crites-Palm-wmp7 discloses a 
method wherein the media bar is similar in appearance to physical controls of a device 
(wmp7, Figure 1 items 10-50; wfrere/n controls are similar to those of a traditional cd 
player). 



6. Claims 1 1,12,17,18,22,23 are rejected under 35 U.S. C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Crites et al ("Crites", US 6,097,380) and Palm et al ("Palm", US 
2001/0042107) in view of Hatakeyama ("Hatakeyama", EP 0 883 320 A2). 

As per claim independent claim 1 1 , Crites-Palm discloses a method in a 
computer system for providing a media bar to control rendering different types of media 
onto appliances, the method comprising: identifying media for rendering on an 
appliance, the media having a media type (Crites, Figure 7); retrieving an indication of 
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controls used to control media of the identified media type (Crites, Column 5 lines 36- 
65;. Crites-Palm fails to distinctly point out a media bar having the same shape and 
position with different icons depending on media type. However Hatakeyama teaches a 
method wherein displaying a media bar for controlling the rendering of the of the 
identified media on the appliance wherein buttons of the media bar have the same 
shape and position regardless of the media type (Figure 7a, 7b, 7c) and iconic buttons 
change depending on the media (Figure 7a, 7b, 7c, Column 16 lines 11-17); wherein 
media type is inherently specific to each rendering appliances). Therefore it would have 
been obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention to combine the interface of 
Crites-Palm with the teaching of Hatakeyama's media specific icons. Motivation to do so 
would have been to provide a less confusing interface for the user limiting the number of 
buttons. 

As per claim 12, which is dependent on claim 1 1 , the Crites-Palm-Hatakeyama 
discloses a method wherein the buttons are horizontally arranged (Hatakeyama, Figure 
7a,7b,7c). 

As per claim 17, which is dependent on claim 11, Crites-Palm-Hatakeyama fails 
to distinctly point out circular buttons and the specific positioning of the buttons wherein 
the forward and fast forward buttons are right of the main control button and the back 
and fast back buttons are left of the main control button. However, Official Notice is 
taken that circular buttons and positioning of buttons is merely a design choice and is 
notoriously well known in the art examples of which are: Figure 5 wherein a "skin" is 
applied to windows media player to alter the look and feel of the player, or Figure 33 of 
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EP 0 637 157 A2. Therefore it would have been obvious to an artisan at the time of the 
invention to combine the method of Crites-Palm-Hatakeyama with the current teachings. 
Motivation to do so would have been to make the interface more aesthetically pleasing. 

Claim 18 is similar in scope to claim 17, and is therefore rejected under similar 
rationale. 

As per claim 22, which is dependent on claim 1 1 , Crites-Palm-Hatakeyama 
teaches a method including displaying additional buttons that are specific to the media 
type (Hatakeyama, Figure 7a, 7b, 7c, Column 16 lines 11-17). 

As per claim 23, which is dependent on claim 22, Crites-Palm-Hatakeyama 
discloses a method wherein the additional buttons are not displayed as part of the 
media bar (Hatakeyama, Figure 7a, 7b, 7c item 64). 

7. Claims 13,14,15,16,19,20,21,24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Crites et al ("Crites", US 6,097,380) and Palm et al ("Palm", US 
2001/0042107) and Windows Media Player v.7.00 ("wmp7") in view of Hatakeyama 
("Hatakeyama", EP 0 883 320 A2). 

As per claim 13, which is dependent on claim 11, Crites-Palm-Hatakeyama fails 
to disclose the details of a main media bar. However, wmp7 teaches a method wherein 
discloses a method wherein the media bar includes a main control button (wmp7, Figure 
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1 item 10) a forward button (Figure 1 item 50), a fast forward button (wmp7, Figure 1 
item 40), a back button (wmp7, Figure 1 item 20), and a fast back button (wmp7, Figure 
1 item 30). Therefore it would have been obvious to an artisan at the time of the 
invention to combine the teaching of wmp7 with the method of Crites-Palm. Motivation 
to do so would have been to provide a simple to use interface with all of the proper 
buttons to navigate and operate the media. 

As per claim 14, which is dependent on claim 13, Crites-Palm-Hatakeyama- 
wmp7 discloses a method wherein the main control button supports play (wmp7, Figure 
1 item 10) and pause (wmp7, Figure 3 item 310) functions. 

As per claim 15, which is dependent on claim 13, Crites-Palm-Hatakeyama- 
wmp7 discloses a method wherein the media bar further includes an add activity button 
(wmp7, Figure 6 item 650) and a delete activity button (wmp7, Figure 6 item 660). 

As per claim 16, which is dependent on claim 13, Crites-Palm-Hatakeyama- 
wmp7 discloses a method wherein the media bar includes a toggle view button (wmp7, 
Figure 1 item 60). 

As per claim 19, which is dependent on claim 18, Crites-Palm-Hatakeyama- 
wmp7 discloses a method wherein the main control button is larger than the other 
buttons (wmp7, Figure 1 item 10). 

As per claim 20, which is dependent on claim 11, Crites-Palm-Hatakeyama- 
wmp7 discloses a method including displaying a list of active activities along with the 
media bar (wmp7, Figure 8 item 830). 
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As per claim, 21, which is dependent on claim 11, Crites-Palm-Hatakeyama- 
wmp7 discloses a method wherein the media bar is similar in appearance to physical 
controls of a device (wmp7, Figure 1 items 10-50;where/>7 controls are similar to those 
of a traditional cd player). 

As per claim 24, which is dependent on claim 11, Crites-Palm-Hatakeyama- 
wmp7 discloses a method including displaying a list of active activities along with the 
media bar (wmp7, Figure 8 item 830) and when an activity is selected displaying 
additional buttons that are specific to a media type associated with the selected activity 
(Hatakeyama, Figure 7a, 7b, 7c item 64). 

8. Claim 25 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Crites et 
al ("Crites", US 6,097,380) and Palm et al ("Palm", US 2001/0042107) and Hatakeyama 
("Hatakeyama", EP 0 883 320 A2) in further view of Partridge et al ("Partridge", US 
6,657,646). 

As per claim 25, which is dependent on claim 1 1, the Crites-Palm-Hatakeyama 
fails to distinctly point out a setup button. However, Partridge teaches a media bar 
including a setup button (Figure 4 item 98). Therefore it would have been obvious to an 
artisan at the time of the invention to combine the Crites-Palm-Hatakeyama-wmp7 with 
the teaching of Partridge's setup button. Motivation to do so would have been to provide 
means for a user to navigate to a setup page. 



Response to Arguments 



Application/Control Number: 10/039,243 
Art Unit: 2174 



Page 10 



Applicant's arguments filed 6/27/2006 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

Applicants argue the main following points: 

A) Crites fails to teach that each activity specifies an appliance and a media 
source nor does Crites teach an indication of activities displayed. However, Crites does 
in fact teach this. For instance, for a remote server source, the media specific object 
allows the general media object to determine the server ID and media stream to be 
rendered, wherein appropriate rendering devices can be seen in Fig 7 and Column 6 
lines 44-54. The examiner also points out figure 6 and Column 6 lines 24-44 to clarify 
displaying an indication of activities. 

B) Hatakeyama fails to teach having buttons with icons on the buttons and 
changing depending on the media type. While the icons are not on top of the buttons, 
Hatakeyama was not meant to teach this aspect of the claim. Hatakeyama was 
combined as a reference to clearly teach adapting the icons of the buttons to a specific 
media. However, buttons with icons can clearly be seen in wmp7 see Figures 3 and 4 
for clarification purposes. 

The office notes that the factual assertion set forth under OFFICIAL NOTICE in 
claim 6 of the previous office action was not contested. 



Conclusion 



Application/Control Number: 10/039,243 Page 1 1 

Art Unit: 2174 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Ryan Pitaro whose telephone number is (703) 605- 
1205. The examiner can normally be reached on 7:00am - 4:30pm Monday through 
Thursday, and every other Friday. The Patent Office is moving, after mid October the 
new telephone number where Ryan Pitaro can be reached is (571) 272 - 4071. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kristine Kincaid can be reached on 703-308-0640. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 



Application/Control Number: 10/039,243 Page 12 

Art Unit: 2174 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Ryan Pitaro 
Patent Examiner 
Art Unit 2174 

RFP 




